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In 2005, he was presented with the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom, the 
highest honor available to American 
civilians. 

Throughout his life, Mr. Harvey was 
rarely without his loving wife, Lynn, 
whom he called ‘‘Angel.’’ Married in 
1940, Lynn passed away on May 3, 2008. 
They are survived by Paul Jr., who fol-
lowed his parents into broadcasting. 

I ask that this body join the Amer-
ican people in celebrating the life of 
Paul Harvey, whom we lost on Feb-
ruary 28, 2009 at the age of 90. We will 
certainly miss his contributions to the 
national dialogue. So, Madam Speaker, 
let us collectively and formally express 
our appreciation for Paul Harvey’s life 
and career by adopting House Resolu-
tion 223. 

I now reserve the balance of our 
time. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H. Res. 223, ‘‘Honoring the Life, 
Achievements and Contributions of 
Paul Harvey.’’ 

Born in 1918 in Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
Paul Harvey’s fascination with radio 
started at a very young age when he 
would pick up radio stations on his 
homemade cigar box crystal set. As a 
teenager, he worked, sweeping the 
floors at the station KVOO until the 
station manager decided to give him a 
job. The rest, as they say, is radio his-
tory. 

Mr. Harvey moved from Tulsa to ac-
cept a position working at KXOK in St. 
Louis. While working in St. Louis, Mr. 
Harvey met his beloved wife of 68 
years, who later became the producer 
of his show. 

From St. Louis, the Harveys moved 
to Chicago, where his daily program for 
ABC Radio, Paul Harvey News and 
Comment, became the highest rated 
radio program in the region. Building 
on his audiences in Chicago, his show 
was soon broadcast throughout the en-
tire country. In 1976, Harvey started a 
second daily radio show, The Rest of 
the Story, telling anecdotes about fa-
mous people or historic incidents, al-
ways with a little twist at the end. 

Mr. Harvey’s upbeat, positive de-
meanor and the ability to weave to-
gether the stories of life in America 
made him a national treasure. His un-
canny ability to find a story, then to 
give it his own folksy style, delivered 
in his unique cadence, was remarkably 
popular. Mr. Harvey never lost sight of 
the significance of everyday life and of 
the stories of ordinary people in Amer-
ica. 

With well over a half century of 
broadcasting experience, Mr. Harvey’s 
show reached an estimated 24 million 
listeners daily. Receiving countless 
honors over the years for his broad-
casts, he received the highest acknowl-
edgment of his career when, in 2005, 
Mr. Harvey was awarded the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom from Presi-
dent George W. Bush. 

Sadly, after more than 70 years on 
the air, Mr. Harvey passed away in 
February at the age of 90. The loss of 
Paul Harvey is the loss of a symbol of 
a simpler era in America. Even with 
the passage of time, his broadcast sto-
ries were as timely at the end of his 
life as they were back in Tulsa, where 
his career started. As Mr. Harvey 
would say at the end of each story, at 
the end of each show, ‘‘And now you 
know the rest of the story.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, we 
have no further speakers, but I con-
tinue to reserve. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I would like to recognize my distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. SULLIVAN), the author 
of this resolution, and yield him as 
much time as he may consume. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam Speaker, 
today, I rise to honor the life, achieve-
ments and contributions of one of 
Tulsa, Oklahoma’s favorite sons and 
one of America’s most cherished 
voices, Paul Harvey. 

Perhaps best known for his signature 
line ‘‘Good Day,’’ Paul Harvey began 
his storied career in radio in Tulsa, 
making radio receivers and working as 
a fill-in announcer while a student at 
the University of Tulsa. Little did he 
know then that over the next 70 years 
he would go on to become one of Amer-
ica’s most accomplished and beloved 
radio personalities of all time. 

Referred to as the ‘‘largest one-man 
network in the world,’’ Paul Harvey 
was heard on 1,200 radio stations and 
400 Armed Forces networks around the 
world. His broadcast and newspaper 
columns have been reprinted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD more than 
those of any other person. Through the 
use of free expression, Paul Harvey pio-
neered the format of radio broadcasts 
that we now find commonplace. He was 
a blogger before we knew what that 
was. He just did his blogging on the 
radio. 

Over the course of his trailblazing ca-
reer, Mr. Harvey received numerous ac-
colades for his work, including being 
elected to the National Association of 
Broadcasters Radio Hall of Fame and 
the Oklahoma Hall of Fame. He re-
ceived 11 Freedom Foundation Awards 
as well as the Horatio Alger Award. In 
2005, Paul Harvey was awarded the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom, our Na-
tion’s most distinguished civilian 
award. 

Prior to his passing on February 28, 
2009, Paul Harvey was a beloved son, 
brother, husband, father, and friend. It 
is with great pride that I stand here 
today to say, ‘‘Good day to you, Paul 
Harvey.’’ 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring a man who epitomized Amer-
ican values and ideals. With that, I 
urge the passing of my resolution, H.R. 
223, honoring his life and legacy. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I have no further speakers and 
would yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, in clos-
ing, I was introduced to Paul Harvey 30 
years ago as an ironworker, working at 
the Inland Steel Plant in East Chicago, 
Indiana. Every day, when that lunch 
whistle would blow, all the ironworkers 
would gather at the lunchroom or in 
the trailer where we had lunch, and 
every ear was glued to that radio set. 
It was the plain-spoken, moral and 
commonsense views of Paul Harvey’s 
that I think enlightened us all. 

So, with that, I just want to ask all 
of my colleagues to join with me and 
with the chief sponsor of this resolu-
tion, JOHN SULLIVAN, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. I ask that we pass this 
unanimously in memory of the life of 
Paul Harvey. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 223, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 30TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF EGYPT-ISRAEL PEACE TREATY 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
282) recognizing the 30th anniversary of 
the peace treaty between Egypt and 
Israel, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 282 

Whereas the peace treaty between Egypt 
and Israel signed in Washington, DC, on 
March 26, 1979, set an unprecedented example 
of reconciliation following decades marked 
by nearly unremitting tension and con-
frontation, including the 1948 War of Israeli 
Independence, the 1956 Suez War, the 1967 
Six-Day War, the 1968-70 War of Attrition 
along the Suez Canal, and the 1973 Yom 
Kippur War; 

Whereas United States diplomatic efforts 
and initiatives in the aftermath of the 1973 
Arab-Israeli War helped build the founda-
tions of a lasting peace between Egypt and 
Israel; 

Whereas pursuant to an invitation by 
Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Begin, 
President Anwar al-Sadat became the first 
Arab leader to visit Israel on November 20, 
1977, when he delivered a historic address be-
fore Israel’s Parliament, the Knesset, calling 
for Egypt and Israel to ‘‘. . . stand together 
with the . . . boldness of heroes who dedicate 
themselves to a sublime aim . . . to erect a 
huge edifice of peace . . . an edifice that . . . 
serves as a beacon for generations to come’’; 

Whereas Prime Minister Menachem Begin 
and President Sadat demonstrated remark-
able character and courage in their willing-
ness to move beyond decades of hostility, 
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bitterness, and mistrust to launch an un-
precedented rapprochement without any 
guarantee as to the potential outcome of 
their mutual determination to engage in 
United States-mediated peace talks; 

Whereas successive administrations 
worked diligently to facilitate intensive dis-
cussions in the hope of achieving a historic 
diplomatic breakthrough on Middle East 
peace, and President Jimmy Carter invited 
the two leaders to Camp David for intensive 
discussions from September 5–17, 1978; 

Whereas, on September 17, 1978, the United 
States witnessed the signing of two frame-
work agreements between the Governments 
of Egypt and Israel, ‘‘A Framework for Peace 
in the Middle East’’ and ‘‘A Framework for 
the Conclusion of a Peace Treaty between 
Egypt and Israel’’; 

Whereas, on March 26, 1979, President 
Sadat and Prime Minister Begin signed the 
first treaty between an Arab nation and 
Israel; 

Whereas the primary features of the peace 
treaty included the mutual recognition of 
Egypt and Israel, the end of the state of war 
between the two nations dating back to the 
1948 War of Israeli Independence, the com-
plete withdrawal by Israel of its armed 
forces and civilians from the Sinai Penin-
sula, freedom of passage for Israeli ships 
through the Suez Canal, and recognition of 
the Strait of Tiran and the Gulf of Aqaba as 
international waterways; 

Whereas United States leadership played a 
decisive role in enabling Egypt and Israel to 
set aside longstanding animosities; 

Whereas the conclusion of the treaty be-
tween Egypt and Israel set a courageous ex-
ample of statesmanship; 

Whereas as a direct result of the peace 
treaty, the Arab League suspended Egypt 
from its membership from 1979 until 1989; 

Whereas, in 1981, President Sadat was as-
sassinated in Cairo by Egyptian soldiers who 
belonged to the al-Gama‘ah al-Islamiyah (Is-
lamic Group) and Egyptian Islamic Jihad; 

Whereas, on October 26, 1994, Israeli Prime 
Minister Yitzhak Rabin and King Hussein of 
Jordan followed in the path set by President 
Sadat and Prime Minister Begin, signing the 
Israel-Jordan Treaty of Peace; 

Whereas, despite the existence of tensions 
and grievances, the peace treaty between 
Egypt and Israel continues to challenge pre-
suppositions about the intractability of con-
flict in the Middle East and provides an en-
during framework for facilitating dialogue; 
and 

Whereas Egypt and Israel continue to col-
laborate in ongoing efforts to address re-
gional difficulties despite the security chal-
lenges facing both nations: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes the 30th anniversary of the 
peace treaty between Egypt and Israel, cele-
brates the treaty’s strength and endurance, 
and commends the extraordinary diplomatic 
achievement that the treaty exemplifies; 

(2) recalls the historic sacrifices sustained 
by Egypt and Israel in the cause of peace and 
commends the steadfast determination of 
both nations to sustain their mutual com-
mitment to peace; 

(3) calls for the strengthening of economic, 
diplomatic, and cultural relations between 
Egypt and Israel; 

(4) urges the Governments of Egypt and 
Israel to strengthen the spirit of cooperation 
that emerged in 1979 as the Middle East faces 
new challenges; 

(5) seeks to encourage continued United 
States efforts to foster constructive initia-
tives to resolve existing conflicts and miti-
gate current and emerging threats to a just 
and lasting Middle East peace; and 

(6) calls for recognition of the peace treaty 
between Egypt and Israel as a model mecha-
nism upon which partner nations may build 
to overcome longstanding barriers to peace 
and effective cooperation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
FORTENBERRY) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the resolution under consider-
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-

port of House Resolution 282, ‘‘Recog-
nizing the 30th Anniversary of the 
Peace Treaty between Egypt and 
Israel,’’ and I commend our good friend 
Mr. FORTENBERRY for introducing it. 

Last week on March 26, we marked 
the 30th anniversary of the signing of 
the 1979 peace accord between Israel 
and Egypt, brokered and witnessed by 
the United States of America. The 
signing of that treaty remains one of 
the most dramatic and strategically 
important events of our life times. 

It culminated a process of peace- 
making that Israeli and Egyptian dip-
lomats had begun secretly in Morocco 
in mid-1977. That process, Madam 
Speaker, was most memorably punc-
tuated by the stunning visit of Egyp-
tian President Anwar Sadat to Israel in 
November of 1977 and by the signing, 
subsequently, of the Camp David Peace 
Accords in September of 1978, laying 
the groundwork for the peace treaty 
signed 6 months later that we celebrate 
today with this resolution. 

The significance of the Egyptian- 
Israeli peace treaty cannot be over-
stated. With the signing of the treaty, 
Egypt became the first Arab State to 
recognize the state of Israel. More than 
that, the treaty demonstrated the 
dream of the Arab-Israeli peace, a 
dream that most experts at that time 
put in the ‘‘not in my lifetime’’ cat-
egory, and it was, indeed, possible. 

In 1994, Jordan became the second 
Arab State to make peace with the 
state of Israel. Egyptian-Israeli peace 
has saved countless lives. Between 1948 
and 1973, Egypt and Israel fought four 
fierce land wars, plus the 1968–1970 War 
of Attrition, resulting in tens of thou-
sands of casualties. Thanks to the 1979 
peace treaty, there have been no fur-
ther Egyptian-Israeli wars nor have 
there been any wars between Israel and 
other Arab States since that time. Al-
though, as we all know, Israel con-
tinues to be threatened by well-armed, 

non-state actors like Hamas and 
Hezbollah, who are used as proxies by 
states such as Syria and Iran. 

The 1979 peace treaty also extended 
the prospect of superpower conflict 
over the Arab-Israeli conflict. In 1973, 
the U.S. and the USSR, at that time, 
had gone nearly to the brink of war for 
the sake of their allies, Israel and 
Egypt respectfully. The peace treaty 
ensured that would never happen 
again, and the central diplomatic role 
played by the United States facilitated 
Egypt’s transition to the pro-Western 
camp. This was truly the age, as one 
scholar has called it, of heroic diplo-
macy in the Middle East. 

President Sadat risked his career 
and, ultimately, his life on his bold ac-
tion. Many Arab leaders accused him of 
treason—the Warsaw Pact states as 
well. Egypt was expelled at that time 
from the Arab League, and was not 
welcomed back for a decade. Just 21⁄2 
years after signing the peace treaty, 
Anwar Sadat was dead, the victim of 
an assassin’s bullet. Although his mur-
derers ascribed their actions to other 
motives, mainly their outlandish claim 
that Sadat was not a true Muslim, 
there is little doubt, Madam Speaker, 
that those who supported the assassins 
were deeply outraged by his peace trea-
ty with Israel. 

Israeli Prime Minister Menachem 
Begin went against the grain of his 
own party by leading the fight for total 
withdrawal from the Sinai, which was 
the Egyptian price for this peace trea-
ty. When Begin brought the treaty to 
the Knesset vote, he had to rely on his 
longtime nemesis of the Israeli left for 
votes, as many of his Likud Party col-
leagues refused to support him and the 
peace treaty at that time. 

Both Sadat and Begin richly earned 
the Nobel Peace Prize they won in 1978, 
probably the easiest decision the Nobel 
Peace Prize Committee ever made. 
President Carter, whose relentless di-
plomacy was critical for achieving the 
Camp David Accords and the peace 
treaty, was unquestionably yet another 
hero of the Egyptian-Israeli peace- 
making process. 

When President Sadat spoke before 
the Knesset on November 20, 1977, he 
asked, ‘‘Why don’t we stand together 
with the courage of men and the bold-
ness of heroes who dedicate themselves 
to a sublime aim?’’ Menachem Begin 
took up that challenge, and 30 years 
ago, those two leaders achieved the 
seemingly impossible, and their 
achievement endures yet today. 

Today, we honor their remarkable 
achievement, and we express the hopes 
that others in the Middle East who 
have not yet embraced peace will 
someday see the wisdom of the path 
and show the courage of Sadat and 
Begin. Madam Speaker, I strongly sup-
port this important resolution, and I 
urge all of my colleagues to do like-
wise. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. I yield myself 

such time as I may consume. 
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Madam Speaker, I am very pleased to 

come before this House today to ex-
press support for a resolution I re-
cently introduced to commemorate the 
30th anniversary of the peace treaty 
between Egypt and Israel. 

In a world where force and hatred 
often overcome understanding and rec-
onciliation, where individuals can too 
easily allow conflict and strife to mute 
the call of conscience to peace and con-
cord, this treaty stands as an enduring 
reminder that no conflict can be perva-
sive enough, no animosity strong 
enough to triumph over the will of men 
who turn to one another in a gesture of 
goodwill and humility to make a deci-
sion for peace. 

b 1500 
For peace is a choice. Sometimes 

hard, sometimes costly, and when we 
look at the recent history of the Mid-
dle East, we see layer upon layer of suf-
fering and grievance. Innocent lives 
needlessly destroyed through relentless 
and unforgiving cycles of seemingly 
uncontrollable anger and retribution. 

We can choose to believe that these 
forces are so powerful that no political 
solution can be brought to bear. Per-
haps that is right. Perhaps there is no 
political solution. Perhaps we are seek-
ing a political solution when only a so-
lution of the human heart can suffice, 
a solution that recognizes that each 
person in this world longs for the same 
things and that the bond of our com-
mon humanity is stronger than the ha-
tred that seeks to divide neighbor from 
neighbor, Muslim from Jew, or Arab 
from Israeli. A solution that recognizes 
that peace can only be found in treat-
ing others with dignity and respect, 
and that regardless of the cir-
cumstances, this is always possible un-
less one chooses otherwise. 

The choice for true peace does not de-
mand appeasement of tyranny, false 
sentimentality or warmth that cannot 
easily be summoned. It is, at its most 
practical, a commonsense choice for 
self-preservation, and at its most 
noble, a choice to build up rather than 
to tear down, a choice by leaders to 
bind wounds and heal the past. 

Mr. Speaker, as a young man in 1979, 
I entered the Sinai Peninsula across 
from the Suez Canal, and in the vast-
ness of the beige sand and desert, I 
came upon a twisted heap of metal and 
concrete—a scene all too familiar now 
throughout the Middle East—and upon 
that heap of concrete were scrawled in 
words in both English and Arabic, 
‘‘Here was the war—here is the peace.’’ 

The atmosphere at that time and at 
that place was one of jubilation and 
deep abiding respect for the role that 
the United States played in brokering 
a compromise for peace. 

Because Menachem Begin, the Prime 
Minister of Israel, and Anwar Sadat, 
the President of Egypt, at great per-
sonal risk to each, chose peace on 
March 26, 1979. They opened channels of 
communication that endure to this day 
and continue to point towards hope in 
a war-weary region. 

Despite the painful legacy of the 1948 
Arab-Israeli War, the Suez Crisis of 
1956, the Six-Day War of 1967, the War 
of Attrition along the Suez Canal, and 
the Arab-Israeli War of 1973, these lead-
ers stood together to make peace pos-
sible. In the poignant words of Prime 
Minister Begin, ‘‘No more wars, no 
more bloodshed. Peace unto you. Sha-
lom, salaam, forever. 

The peace treaty provided for the 
mutual diplomatic recognition of 
Egypt and Israel and ended the state of 
war between the two nations dating 
back to the 1948 Arab-Israeli war. Mr. 
Speaker, this was no easy choice. It 
was a costly choice. The choice these 
leaders took, to stand together ‘‘with 
the boldness of heroes who dedicate 
themselves to a sublime aim . . . to 
erect a huge edifice of peace . . . an ed-
ifice that . . . serves as a beacon for 
generations to come,’’ led to the expul-
sion of Egypt from the Arab League 
and to the assassination of President 
Sadat himself. Yet to this day, the 
treaty beckons us to ‘‘challenge pre-
suppositions about the intransigence 
and inevitability in the Middle East.’’ 

Perhaps the Israeli-Egyptian Peace 
Treaty of 1979 is an example that can 
be replicated and modeled throughout 
the region. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, we 
will see twisted piles of rubble and con-
crete from more recent conflicts 
marked with the poignant words, 
‘‘Here was the war, here is the peace.’’ 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlelady from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the distinguished Speaker and the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Virginia for 
his leadership in the management of 
this bill and Mr. FORTENBERRY for his 
vision. 

As a member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, I cannot imagine a better 
time to rise to the floor of the House 
and to speak about long-lasting peace. 
This Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty as 
articulated and led by President 
Jimmy Carter, along with Menachem 
Begin, and, of course, Anwar Sadat, 
captures the possibilities of the impos-
sibilities. We can have peace in the 
Mideast. 

Having traveled to Israel any number 
of times and certainly in the 1980s and 
now into the 1990s and now in the 21st 
century, I know the people of Israel 
love peace. Having met with the 
present president, President Mubarak 
of Egypt, speaking directly to him on 
the issues of peace and the security of 
the border, I understand the sacrifice 
that Egyptians have made to ensure 
that peace may be had. 

Therefore, it is a possibility. And as 
we look at the exact language of the 
features of the peace treaty, which in-
cluded the mutual recognition of Egypt 
and Israel, the end of the state of war 
between the two nations dating back to 
the 1948 War of Israeli independence, 

the complete withdrawal by Israel of 
its armed forces and civilians from the 
Sinai Peninsula, the freedom for pas-
sage of Israeli ships through the Suez 
Canal and the recognition of the Strait 
of Tiran and the Gulf of Aqaba as inter-
national waterways, that means major 
obstacles of peace can be overcome. 

And the peace and the question of 
peace between Palestinians and Israelis 
are before us. The envoy that has been 
appointed by this President, President 
Barack Obama, it is a serious state-
ment in Senator Mitchell’s position to 
know that we mean business, good 
business, for peace to happen. I thank 
Secretary Hillary Rodham Clinton and, 
of course, this new envoy who will cap-
ture the peace treaty between Israel 
and Egypt and understand that the 
American people believe in strength, 
believe in integrity and the security of 
Israel, and they believe in peace. This 
commemoration of the 30th anniver-
sary of this particular agreement says 
to us that peace is real. 

I thank my colleague for yielding. 
Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, about thirty 

years ago, when diplomacy did not have to be 
reintroduced as a fresh new approach to our 
national security, the United States helped 
bring Egypt and Israel together to make 
peace. 

Israel at the time was anything but a re-
gional power. Though it had survived wars in 
1948, 1956, 1967 and, with enormous U.S. 
aid, in 1973, it was isolated and, frankly, right 
to be concerned for its continued survival. 
Egypt, the clear leader among the Arab states, 
had a new leadership that was prepared to 
make a sharp and unmistakable break with its 
past policies and re-align its future toward 
peace and prosperity. 

The wreckage and slaughter of the 1973 
Yom Kippur war, unlike all the preceding wars, 
thus produced fertile ground for American di-
plomacy. With bold, strong leaders in both 
Egypt and Israel who were not only ready for 
peace, but ready to make the sacrifices nec-
essary to achieve it, the Camp David Accords 
were signed on September 17, 1978. 

Since then the Middle East has been a very 
different place, clearly a much better one for 
ourselves and, I would argue, even more so 
for Egypt and for Israel. From our perspective, 
the peace made at Camp David has linked the 
two most important militaries in the region to 
the goodwill of the United States; it has pre-
vented any further Arab-Israeli state-to-state 
conflicts, though the problem of non-state 
proxies has grown. And, most importantly, the 
peace between Israel and Egypt shifted the 
political center of gravity in the region toward 
peace with Israel, versus the prior consensus 
for continual war against the Jewish State. 

This point can not be overemphasized. But 
for the peace between Israel and Egypt we 
might still be fighting against the Arab 
League’s ‘‘Three No’s’’: no peace with Israel, 
no recognition of Israel, and no negotiations 
with Israel. If this policy sounds familiar, it’s 
because it is still the policy of Iran and the ter-
rorist groups it supports, Hamas and 
Hizballah. 

The Camp David Accords not only ce-
mented America’s role as the architect of any 
future Arab-Israeli peace, but obliterated the 
‘‘Three No’s,’’ a defeat that extremists have 
been struggling to reverse ever since. 
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For Egypt, the peace made at Camp David 

freed their nation to pursue economic and so-
cial development without the continual intru-
sion and disruption of war. Israel, which had 
never before in its entire existence had even 
one completely peaceful and quiet border, 
probably gained the most. For ourselves, the 
total cost of 30 years of peace forged at Camp 
David is about $150 billion, which is a lot of 
money. But, by comparison, that same $150 
billion buys 11⁄4 years of war in Iraq. 

Unfortunately, over time, Americans, Egyp-
tians and Israelis have all lost sight of the sin-
gular importance of the peace made at Camp 
David, and the massive strategic benefits each 
nation has silently accrued as a consequence 
every day since. This oversight is more than 
just a shame, it is a strategic risk. 

Each nation has its complaints with the oth-
ers, and these are not trivial, nor imagined. 
Over time it is easy for us as human beings 
to take each other for granted, and the same 
can be said about the relationships between 
nations. But in the Middle East today, the risks 
are too great to allow this pattern to persist in 
the trilateral relationship. The security of all 
three nations depends on our re-remembering 
what made peace so important thirty years 
ago. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of H. Res. 282, ‘‘Recognizing 
the 30th anniversary of the peace treaty be-
tween Egypt and Israel.’’ I want to thank my 
colleague Congressman JEFF FORTENBERRY of 
Nebraska for introducing this resolution. 

As we near the 30th anniversary of the 
Camp David Accords, relations between Israel 
and Egypt, though peaceful, remain cool. In 
recent days, news headlines have proclaimed 
positive news for a troubled region. According 
to reports, rival Lebanese leaders have agreed 
on steps to end the political crisis which has 
gripped the country since late 2006. 

The Middle East peace process is a com-
plex and multi-faceted issue, requiring the 
good-faith work and cooperation of a number 
of countries. Egypt has, historically, been a 
key player in any effort to establish peace in 
the region. While relations between Israel and 
Egypt have been labeled as the ‘‘cold peace’’ 
and truly difficult points of conflict remain unre-
solved, the two nations also have areas of 
common interest. Further, the peace treaty 
signed in 1979 between Egypt and Israel has 
remained an important foundation for all sub-
sequent efforts to build a broader peace in the 
region. 

The Arab-Israeli peace process is absolutely 
vital to achieving security and stability in a cru-
cial region of the world. An Iraq Study Group 
testified before the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, stating that: 

‘‘You cannot get anything done in the Mid-
dle East without addressing the Arab-Israeli 
issue. We want these other countries, espe-
cially the Sunni Arab countries, to help us. 
When we go to talk to them about Iraq, they 
will want to talk to us about the Arab-Israeli 
conflict.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the United States has played 
an active role in creating and maintaining 
peaceful relations between Egypt and Israel. 
In 1978, the U.S. played an integral role in the 
Camp David negotiations, helping Israel and 
Egypt take the risks necessary to sign a 
peace treaty in 1979. Since that time, the 
peace has been maintained, due in no small 
part to the high amounts of economic and mili-

tary aid that the United States continues to 
give to both nations. Between FY 1979 and 
FY 2008, the United States provided a total of 
$89.73 billion to Israel, and $62.36 billion to 
Egypt. 

While the peace established in 1979 has 
been maintained, close diplomatic, political, 
and economic ties between the two neigh-
boring nations have never been achieved. De-
spite some specific initiatives, including energy 
and economic cooperation agreements, rela-
tions have never truly warmed between Egypt 
and Israel. 

Part of any successful negotiation between 
Israel and Egypt must be the question of 
Hamas, a group which poses a threat to the 
entire region. Hamas is an Islamic fundamen-
talist organization formed in late 1987 as an 
outgrowth of the Palestinian branch of the 
Muslim Brotherhood, which became active in 
the early stages of the intifada, operating pri-
marily in the Gaza District. Various Hamas 
elements have used both political and violent 
means to pursue the goal of establishing an 
Islamic Palestinian state in place of Israel. 
Loosely structured, with some elements work-
ing clandestinely and others working openly 
through mosques and social service institu-
tions to recruit members, raise money, orga-
nize activities, and distribute propaganda. 

Particularly since Hamas’s 2007 takeover of 
Gaza, there is a growing need for the Egyp-
tian government to take a strong stand against 
Hamas. In the tense climate of today’s Middle 
East, Egyptian silence on this issue will be 
viewed as tacit approval, and will stand in the 
way of any attempts for lasting peace with 
Israel. 

Mr. Speaker, the successful resolution of 
the Israeli-Palestinian peace process is essen-
tial to any effort to build a positive relationship 
between Israel and Egypt. Currently, decades 
of mistrust coupled with ongoing regional vio-
lence are at odds with any attempt to secure 
improved relations. 

President Obama recently stated that the 
peace agreement between Egypt and Israel 
shows that ‘‘peace is always possible’’ even in 
the harshest of conflicts. 

Mr. Speaker, I continue to believe in strong 
diplomacy and multilateralism. The United 
States has a history of concerted leadership 
on the development of Israeli-Egyptian rela-
tions, and I believe that we have the oppor-
tunity now to continue this legacy. 

I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion to commemorate this reach for peace. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further speakers. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I have no further requests for 
time at this time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

JACKSON of Illinois). The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 282, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

MAINTAINING COMMITMENT TO 
NATO 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
152) expressing the sense of the House 
of Representatives that the United 
States remains committed to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO), as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 152 
Whereas for 60 years the North Atlantic 

Treaty Organization (NATO) has served as 
the preeminent organization to defend the 
territories of its member states against all 
external threats; 

Whereas NATO, founded on the principles 
of democracy, individual liberty, and the 
rule of law, has proved an indispensable in-
strument for forging a transatlantic commu-
nity of nations working together to safe-
guard the freedom and common heritage of 
its peoples, and promoting stability in the 
North Atlantic area; 

Whereas NATO has acted to address new 
risks emerging from outside the treaty area 
in the interests of preserving peace and secu-
rity in the Euro-Atlantic area, and main-
tains a unique collective capability to ad-
dress these new challenges which may affect 
Allied interests and values; 

Whereas such challenges to NATO Allied 
interests and values include the potential for 
the re-emergence of unresolved historical 
disputes confronting Europe, rogue states 
and non-state actors possessing nuclear, bio-
logical, or chemical weapons and their 
means of delivery, transnational terrorism 
and disruption of the flow of energy re-
sources, and conflicts outside the treaty area 
that affect vital security interests; 

Whereas the security of NATO member 
states is inseparably linked to that of the 
whole of Europe, and the consolidation and 
strengthening of democratic and free soci-
eties on the entire continent, in accordance 
with the principles and commitments of the 
Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, is of direct and material concern to 
the NATO Alliance and its partners; 

Whereas NATO enhances the security of 
the United States by providing an integrated 
military structure and a framework for con-
sultations on political and security concerns 
of any member state; 

Whereas NATO remains the embodiment of 
United States engagement in Europe and 
therefore membership in NATO remains a 
vital national security interest of the United 
States; 

Whereas the impending membership of Al-
bania and Croatia will add to NATO’s ability 
to perform the full range of NATO missions 
and bolster its capability to integrate former 
communist countries into a community of 
democracies; 

Whereas the organization of NATO na-
tional parliamentarians, the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly (NATO PA), serves as a 
unique transatlantic forum for generating 
and maintaining legislative and public sup-
port for the Alliance, and has played a key 
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